IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Applicant(s): Stephan SLICKER et al. 
Serial No.: 10/570,557 
Filed: March 12, 2007 
Title: PUSIMO-TALK INTERWORKING 
Group Art Unit: 2618 
Examiner: AnkurJAIN 
Confirmation No,: 9949 
Attorney Docket No.; 0740-78 

Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 223134450 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW HOLDING OF ABANDONMENT 

UNDER 37 CFR 1.181(a) 

This Petition is being made to the Director, without a fee, to withdraw the holding 
of abandonment which arose due to improper actions on the part of the Office. 

The chronology is as follows: 

1 . An Official Action issued 1 3 August 2009, rejecting all claims. 
This Action was made Final. 

2. On 17 November 2009 an attempt was made by Attorney Edward 
W. Callan, on behalf of Applicants to discuss the 1 3 August 2009 
Official Action with Examiner Jain on the ground that the 



Certificate of Transmission/Mailing 

I hereby certify that this correspondence 
is being facsimile transmitted to the 
USPTO, transmitted via the Office 
electronic filing system, or deposited with 
the United States Postal Service with 
sufficient postage as first class mail in an 
envelope addressed to: Commissioner for 
Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 
22313-1450, on the date shown below: 




08/05/10^7*1 




Date Lawrence A, Maxham 
Registration No, 24,483 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 



1 



examiner failed to respond to the arguments raised in the 
Amendment filed 28 May 2009. 



3 . On 23 November 2009, Mr. Callan talked with Mr, Jain's 
Supervisor by telephone. Some claim terms were discussed and the 
Supervisor said he will speak with Mr. Jain, 

4. On 30 November 2009, Mr. Callan called Examiner Jain and left a 
message. 

5. On 1 December 2009, Mr. Jain called Mr, Callan. The matter was 
discussed and Mr. Jain promised to issue a new Action, responding 
to the arguments set forth in the 28 May 2009 Amendment. 

At the time, Mr. Jain said he would withdraw the current Action 
"right away" so that the application would not go abandoned. 

We waited for Mr. Jain to fulfill his promise, but he never did. 

6. A Notice of Abandonment issued on 7 May 20 1 0. 

7. The undersigned attorney called Examiner Jain on 13 May 2010. 
Mr. Jain stated the he would withdraw fee current Official Action 
to relieve the state of abandonment and issue a new Official 
Action. Six weeks expired and Mr. Jain did not follow through* 

8. On 22 June 2010, the undersigned attorney called Supervisor Pan 
and left a detailed message. Mr. Pan never called bacL 

9. On 4 August 20 1 0, the undersigned attorney called Supervisor Pan 
and again left a message. 
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10, On 4 August 201 0, Mr. Jain called back, asking for Mr. Callan, 
even though the last three calls to Mr. Jain and Mr. Pan were 
clearly from Mr. Maxham. Mr. Jain said a new Official Action 
would be sent "this week." 

11. On 5 August 201 0, there were four separate telephone calls. 

Mr. Jain stated that we had to go through with this Petition because 
the Office could not correct its own series of mistakes without 
preparing and fling this time consuming request that it do so. 



Applicants do not understand why all this time and energy are required to 
formally petition the Office to do its job, or to correct it own errors. 

Applicants are entitled to the examination they paid for without having to request it. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Stephan BLICKER et aL 



The Maxham Firm 
A Professional Corporation 
9330 Scranton Road, Suite 350 
San Diego, California 92121 



By: 




Lawrence ATMaxham 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No, 24,483 



Telephone: (858) 587-7659 
Facsimile: (858) 587-7658 
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